Allies, and these,  of course,  include payment of repara-
tions.

The Berlin conference adopted decisions simultaneously
on Germany's economic unity and on the payment of rep-
arations. If a solution of the economic (problem were sug-
gested which assured the economic unity of Germany but
failed to assure the payment of reparations, we could not
agree to it. Moreover, it would run counter to the decisions
of the Berlin conference. If, however, we all agree that
the establishment of the economic unity of Germany does
not run counter to the payment of reparations but, on the
contrary, must necessarily include a solution of the repa-
rations problem, it should not be very difficult to reach
agreement about the rest. The main point is that in set-
tling the question of the economic unity of Germany, we
must also settle the question of reparations.

3. THE QUESTION OF REPARATIONS
As regards reparations, here, too, the agreement reached
at the Berlin conference should serve as the basis. But we
cannot agree to the decisions of the Berlin conference being
counterposed to those of the Crimea conference. Surely, we
cannot forget what was said in the agreement on the Ger-
man question adopted at the Berlin conference, namely,
that "the purpose of this agreement is to carry out the
Crimea Declaration on Germany." Nor can we overlook
the fact that the decision of the Berlin conference on repa-
rations explicitly says that it is adopted "in accordance with
the Crimea conference decision.'*
The fundamentals of the reparations question were al-
ready contained in the decisions of the Crimea conference,
which took place before the Berlin conference. The Berlin